SYMPOSIUM   ON   CHILD-ANALYSIS
fessions of onanism which she received from patients. The nine-
year-old girl who made such admissions in two dreams which she
related (pp. 31-32) was, I think, telling much more than that and
something very important. Her dread of fire and the dream of
the explosion in the geyser, which took place on account of wrong-
doing on her part and was visited with punishment, seem to me
clearly to indicate observations of parental coitus. This is
evident in the second dream as well. In it there were ctwo bricks
of different colours and a house which they set on fire'. These,
as my experience of child-analysis enables me to say quite gener-
ally, regularly represent the primal scene. That this was true
in the case of this little girl, with her dreams of fire, is to my mind
plain from her drawings of the monsters (described by Anna Freud,
pp. 37, 38) which she called 'biters' and of the witch pulh'ng out
a giant's hair. Anna Freud is certainly right in interpreting these
drawings as indicating the child's castration anxiety, as well as
her masturbation. But I have no doubt that the witch, who
castrates the giant, and the 'biter3 represent parental coitus,
construed by the child as a sadistic act of castration; and further
that, when she received this impression, she herself conceived
sadistic desires against her parents (the explosion of the geyser
caused by her in the dream); that her masturbation was associated
with these and that therefore, from its connection with the Oedipus
complex, it involved a deep sense of guilt and, on that account,
involved the compulsion to repetition and part of the fixation.
What then was left out in Anna Freud's interpretation? Every-
thing which would have led deeper into the Oedipus situation.
But this means that she omitted to explain the deeper causes of
the sense of guilt and of the fixation, and made it impossible to
reduce the latter. I am compelled to draw the same conclusion
as in the case of the little obsessional neurotic: If Anna Freud had
submitted the instinctual impulses to a more thorough analysis,
there would have been no necessity to teach the child how to
control them. And at the same time the cure would have been
more complete. For we know that the Oedipus complex is the
nuclear complex in neurosis; hence analysis, if it shrinks from
analysing that complex, cannot resolve the neurosis either.
Now what are Anna Freud's reasons for refraining from
thorough analysis, which should without reservation investigate
the child's relation to his parents and to the Oedipus complex?
There are a number of important arguments which we come
upon in different passages of the book. Let us summarize them
and consider what they amount to.
Anna Freud has the feeling that she ought not to intervene
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